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PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT URGES RATIFICATION 














THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 


November 8, 1934. 


My dear Mr. Dinwiddie: 


One of the accomplishments under the 
National Recovery Act which has given me the 
greatest gratification is the outlawing of 
child labor. It shows how simply a long 
desired reform, which no individual or State 
could accomplish alone, may be brought about 
when people work together. It is my desire 
that the advances attained through N.R.A. be 
made permanent. In the child labor field 
the obvious method of maintaining the present 
gains is through ratification of the Child 
Labor Amendment. I hope this may be achieved. 


Very sincerely yours, 


Pawiilliden “ie F 


Mr. Courtenay Dinwiddie, 
General Secretary, 

National Child Labor Committee, 
419 Fourth Avenue, 

New York, N. Y. 
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AMERICAN LEGION REAFFIRMS 
SUPPORT 


| New American Legion has again gone on record 
4 in favor of the Federal Child Labor Amendment. 
Unanimously, the Annual Convention held in Miami 
in October adopted the following resolution: 


That, in accordance with resolutions received from the 
Departments of California, Michigan, South Dakota, 
Minnesota, Ohio, Illinois, Wisconsin, Colorado, Idaho, 
Louisiana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Jersey, North Caro- 
lina, Oklahoma, Rhode Island, Tennessee, Vermont, 
West Virginia, and Alabama, the American Legion re- 
affirms its 1933 National Convention action in support of 
the Federal Child Labor Amendment, and that the De- 
partments be again urged and assisted through the Na- 
tional Child Welfare Committee and Division to secure 
ratification of the Child Labor Amendment in such States 
as have not already ratified. 


The approval of the American Legion was given 
only after thorough study and consideration of the 
Amendment and all of the charges and objections 
which have been raised against it. In many states the 
Legion has taken not only a prominent but a leading 
part in sponsoring ratification. 


NATIONALIZED CHILDREN 


HE support of the Federal Child Labor Amend- 
ment by the American Legion, arch foes of Com- 
munism, should dispose forever of the bogey of “na- 
tionalized children,” conjured up by the opposition. 


It was not so many years ago that we were warned 
the Woman Suffrage Amendment would lead to the 
“nationalization of women’! And some of those who 
raised this bugaboo are the very ones who now prate 
of “nationalization of children” through the Child 
Labor Amendment. 


This is the stock argument of Mr. Sterling Ed- 
munds, Executive Secretary of a so-called National 
Committee for the Protection of Child, Home, School 
and Church, which includes on its Executive Board 
only two women—both former anti-suffrage leaders 


—Miss Mary Kilbreth and Mrs. John Balch. Says 
Mr. Edmunds, in speaking of the Amendment: 


Under this unlimited power it would be possible for 
Federal agents to take children from their parents and 
establish them in colonies, as does the Soviet government, 
and destroy their birth records so that the parents might 
never know their child nor the child its parent. 


Women will not be fooled by this line of argument 
and, if the vote means anything to them, they will see 
that their representatives in the state legislatures learn 
the truth about this Amendment, including the true 
nature of the opposition. 


SUGAR BEET LABOR PROVISIONS 
SIGNED 


bora labor provisions for the sugar beet produc- 
tion adjustment contracts were signed by the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture in November. These provide: 
(1) that the producer shall not employ directly or in- 
directly children under the age of 14 years, or children 
between 14 and 16 for more than 8 hours a day, ex- 
cept members of his own immediate family; (2) the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall have authority, after 
public hearings, to establish minimum wages and 
time and method of payment for the seasons of 1935 
and 1936; (3) the producer agrees to pay bona fide 
claims for wages for the season of 1934; and (4) the 
producer has to abide by the decision of the Secretary 
of Agriculture with respect to any labor disputes 
which may arise. 


Thus the beet fields of the country may be the first 
area in which national control is invoked to eliminate 
the serious exploitation of young children in indus- 
trialized agriculture. 


TUNE IN! 


Mrs. Henry Morgenthau, Jr., will give a radio talk 
“Protecting American Children” during the Woman’s 
Radio Review Hour, Tuesday, December 18, at 3:30 
p.m. This talk will be broadcast from Washington, 
D. C., over a national NBC hook-up. 


CHILD LABOR PLAY ° 


A play suitable for presentation by groups of school 
or Sunday School children from 7 to 17 years has been 
prepared by the Young Women’s Christian Associa- 
tion.* From 25 to 60 children can take part in the 
production, which requires approximately half an 
hour for presentation. ; 


Copies can be secured from the Womans Press, 
600 Lexington Avenue, New York City. Price 20 
cents. 





*The Child Labor Amendment: An Assembly Program by Margaret 


Hiller. 
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WHAT DID MISS ABBOTT REALLY SAY? 


PPONENTS of the Federal Child Labor 

Amendment, in an attempt to alienate farmers 

and other groups, are quoting extensively what pur- 

ports to be an excerpt from the testimony of Miss 

Grace Abbott, former Chief of the Federal Children’s 

Bureau, before the House Judiciary Committee on the 
relation of the Amendment to agricultural work. 


The “excerpt” from Miss Abbott’s testimony, 
which appears in a legal brief against the Amend- 
ment by Mr. William D. Guthrie, not only consists 
of a few sentences and phrases taken out of their 
context, but does not even follow the chronological 
sequence of her remarks. The two first sentences used 
by Mr. Guthrie are the conclusion of three pages of 
testimony by Miss Abbott, and should of course be 
interpreted in the light of all that she said before. 


Mr. Guthrie omits entirely Miss Abbott’s two most 
important statements: (1) that she would not favor 
a child labor law regulating agriculture at the present 
time and (2) that she would favor giving Congress 
power to regulate agriculture, along with other forms 
of child labor, because no one can foresee the future 
development of agriculture and there may come the 
growth of large-scale commercialized agriculture in 
which children are employed away from home under 
conditions resembling factory employment. 

The following is an exact transcript of Miss Ab- 
bott’s testimony (Hearings before House Judiciary 
Committee of the 68th Congress, February 15, 1924, 
pp. 35-37). 

The passages in italics are those used by Mr. Guth- 
rie to build up his case. 

Mr. Sumners: Do you, at this point, desire to express an 
opinion as to the wisdom of having the National Gov- 


ernment leave to the States the matter of regulating the 
labor of children on farms, or not? 


Miss Abbott: On what? 


Mr. Sumners: \ say do you at this time want to express an 
opinion as to the wisdom of having the National Gov- 
ernment leave to the States the matter of regulating child 
labor on the farm? 


Miss Abbott: Do you mean am I advocating a statute that 
would prohibit their employment? 

Mr. Sumners: No; would you like at this time and at this 
point to express an opinion as to the wisdom of leaving 
the power in the States to regulate child labor on the 
farm, as distinguished from giving such a power to the 
Federal Government? 

Miss Abbott: 1 should be very glad to say I think that an 
amendment should be passed—this is not a statute, but 
an amendment—authorizing Congress to legislate with 
reference to child labor. I think an* amendment should 
be inclusive; so that whether or not we have a law would 
depend on Congress and not upon the language of the 
amendment. 

Mr. Boies: Would you not be a little fearful, if you tried to 





*Mr. Guthrie says “‘the.” 





control child labor in agriculture over this country, that 
the amendment would not be adopted? 


Miss Abbott: You mean as to whether it is done or not; not 
the amendment itself? 


Mr. Boies: If it was included, had you thought of the proba- 
bility that the amendment would not carry? 


Miss Abbott: No; I have no fear on that score. No one is 
advocating, that I know of, at the present time, a statute 
regulating agricultural child labor for the United States, 
if the amendment does not prohibit it. We do not know 
what will develop with reference to agricultural labor in 
the future at all. We may have in the next ten years or 
the next 100 years a totally changed situation from what 
we have now. We may have a vast growth of large-scale 
agriculture, and children will not be employed on the 
home farm but under conditions approximating indus- 
trial employment. Who can know? I can not say what 
will happen 100 years from now, and certainly 1 would 
not like to attempt to say now, because it would be sure 
to be wrong. Consequently, it seems to me a full grant 
of power to Congress is in line with the other grant 
of powers in the Constitution. Then the question of a 
particular statute could be taken care of. If it were a 
question of a statute being passed at this time to regulate 
child labor on the farms, I would be among those who 
would not favor the enactment of such a statute. 


Mr. Sumners: Is it your position with regard to conferring 
power upon the Federal Government, and the extension 
of power by the Federal Government, that you would 
give the Federal Government, when the opportunity pre- 
sents itself, the power to do that which at the present 
time, you do not have a definite opinion on, that it could 
exercise, if it saw fit, possibly, at some future time; is it 
your position that at some future time it might want to 
exercise it, and, therefore, you would give the power 
now? 

Miss Abbott: If you are giving to Congress the power to 
regulate and prohibit child labor, and leaving to it to say 
what type of child labor it will regulate and prohibit, 
then I think it would be very foolish to attempt to put 
in that amendment the preciseness you would have in a 
statute, because, as I say, it would defeat the general pur- 
pose for which we are contending. The preciseness of a 
statute belongs in a statute and not in the amendment, 
which is a grant of power. 

Mr. Montague: You would make no exception at all? — 

Miss Abbott: I would make no exception at all. 

Mr. Montague: In the legislation passed at this time? 

Miss Abbott: In the amendment passed at this time. 

Mr. Sumners: You would have it a finished job? 

Miss Abbott: Certainly. 

Mr. Foster: Do you know of any reason why, if an amend- 
ment was made to include agricultural labor, the farm 
bloc would not be able to take care of that? 

Miss Abbott: 1 come from the farm bloc region, and I think 
they would be pretty well able to take care of the situa- 
tion. 

Mr. Hersey: There are a number of forms of amendments 
before us, some of them describing absolutely the age and 
the manner and the kind of employment prohibited and 
making an absolute prohibition of that kind of employ- 
ment of children; there are other resolutions saying that 
Congress shall have the power to prohibit and at what 
age, and omitting the details. 
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Miss Abbott: Yes. 

Mr. Hersey: Which one do you favor? 

Miss Abbott: I favor the general grant of power. 

Mr. Hersey: The one I mentioned last? 

Miss Abbott: Yes; the general grant of power, with the 
statute to be worked out in the future. 

Mr. Hersey: Then anything that is before us today on 
that part of it, anything in regatd to whether it shall be 
farm employment or some other employment that is 
prohibited, of course, is outside of what you desire at 
this time, which is merely an amendment granting 
that power. 

Miss Abbott: It is totally irrelevant, it seems to me, at 
this time. 

The Chairman: Except so far as this being a general 
‘power, it includes the power to regulate labor upon 
the farms, and in agriculture. 

Miss Abbott. Yes. 

The Chairman: That the power to do it is proposed here. 

Miss Abbott: Yes. 

Mr. Montague: You would give them just as much regu- 
latory power as to farming as you would as to mines, 
or any other work or occupation? 

Miss Abbott: Yes; as far as the power goes. 


Compare with this Mr. Guthrie’s excerpt—or more 
correctly, “extracts:” 


Miss Abbott further testified before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the House as follows (House hearings, p. 36): 

“The Chairman (Mr. Graham): . . . this being a general 
power, it includes power to regulate labor upon the farms 
and in agriculture. 


“Miss Abbott: Yes. 

“Mr. Montague: You would give them just as much 
regulatory power as to farming as you would to mines or any 
other work or occupation? 

“Miss Abbott: Yes; as far as the power goes . . . I think 
the* amendment should be inclusive . . . It seems to me a 
full grant of power to Congress is in line with the other 
grants of power in the Constitution. 

‘Mr. Montague: You would make no exception at all? 

‘Miss Abbott: I would make no exception at all. 

“Mr. Sumners: You would have it a finished job? 

“Miss Abbott: Certainly... 

“Mr. Hersey: Then anything that is before us . . . in re- 
gard to whether it shall be farm employment or some other 
employment that is prohibited, of course, is outside of what 
you desire at this time, which is merely an amendment grant- 
ing that power. 

‘Miss Abbott: It is totally irrelevant, it seems to me, at 
this time.” 

It was, therefore, in the view and opinion of the principal 
official protagonist of this amendment in 1924 “‘totally irrele- 
vant” that the people should know at that time how her 
bureau intended “‘to limit, regulate, and prohibit” the labor 
of all persons up to eighteen years of age under the all- 
inclusive blanket grant of power that she demanded should 
be vested without limitation in Congress and through Con- 
gress in the Department of Labor with its Federal Children’s 
Bureau and in the Interior Department with its Federal 
Office of Education. (From The Child Labor Amendment: 
Argument in Opposition to Ratification, by William D. 
Guthrie, New York, 1934—>p. 15). 


* Hearing report reads “an.” 


CHILD LABOR DAY—1935 
January 26-28 


Following a custom of nearly thirty years, the Na- 
tional Child Labor Committee has designated the last 
week-end in January for the observance of Child 
Labor Day. The key note this year will be ratifica- 
tion of the Federal Child Labor Amendment. 


The temporary abolition of child labor in the 
major industries of the country through the emer- 
gency codes has won universal approval. These gains 
must not be lost when the codes expire. The Child 
Labor Amendment offers the only direct method of 
making them permanent. 


National Child Labor Committee, 
419 Fourth Avenue, New York, N. Y. 


You can help in the following ways: 


Arrange child labor talks or present child labor plays 


or tableaux in churches, church schools, clubs, or | 
schools. 


Exhibit poster and literature displays in libraries, club 
rooms, etc. 


Take press stories to local newspapers. 
Arrange a radio broadcast over your local stations. 


The National Child Labor Committee will send a | 
poster, packet of leaflets and other material to be | 
used in preparing for Child Labor Day for 25 cents. 


Kindly send a packet of child labor literature for which I enclose 25 cents in stamps. 
I wish the following items included in this packet without extra charge: 


[] Poster for display purposes 
I wish to borrow: 


[-] Statement for newspaper use 


[] Child Labor Day talk 


[1] Child Labor Exhibit—2 panels of photographs (30 x 40 in.). Specify date and enclose $1.00. 
[] Lantern slide lecture on child labor. Specify date and enclose $2.00. 








